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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Reconsideration filed on 1/03/06. 
This action is made final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 1-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mills et al, US# 2004/0048503 A1 , in view of Yokota et al., US# 6,691 ,149 B1 . 

As per claims 1 1 and 19, Mills et al. teaches "a name of a category associated 
with said removable memory" (see page 2, paragraph [0016]-[0019]) "with said main 
memory to said category associated with said removable memory" (see page 3, lines 
[0035]-[0038]) "in response thereto, automatically copying said application to said 
removable memory" (see page 4, paragraphs [0045]-[0046]). Mills et al. does not 
explicitly teach "choosing a category list . . . choosing an application name of said 
application from a category . . .". Yokota et al. teaches "choosing a category list . . . 
choosing an application name of said application from a category . . ." (see col. 7, lines 
34-57 and col. 37, lines 25-60). It would have been obvious at the time of the invention 
for one of ordinary skill in the art to have combined the teachings of Mills and Yokota, 
because using the steps of "choosing a category list . . . choosing an application name 
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of said application from a category . . .", would have given those skilled in the art the 
tools to segment, categorize, and process data associated with removable memories. 
This gives users the advantage of processing/exchange data in a removable memory 
environment more efficiently. 

As per claim 12, Mills et al. teaches "removable memory is a SD (secure digital) 
card" (see page 5, paragraphs [0051]-[0052]). 

As per claim 13, Mills et al. teaches "wherein said removable memory is a MMC 
(multi-media card)" (see page 6, paragraphs [0057] and [0078]). 

As per claim 14, Mills et al. teaches "a compact flash (CF) card" (see page 4, 
paragraph [0044]). 

As per claim 15, Mills et al. teaches "removing said application from said main 
memory" (see page 3, paragraphs [0035]-[0035]). 

As per claim 16, Mills et al. teaches "displaying said category list on a display 
screen ... a distinct visual attribute denoting external storage"(see page 10, paragraphs 
[0147]-[0149]). 

As per claim 17, this claim is rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected clam 1 and is similarly rejected including the 
following: 

-Mills et al. teaches "an expansion memory detachably coupled to a bus . . . 
built-in memory . . ." (see page 5, lines [0048]-[0052] and page 6, paragraph [0079]). 

As per claim 18, Mills et al. teaches "categories is a category this is associated 
with said expansion memory" (see page 5, paragraphs [0051]-[0052]). 
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As per claim 20, Mills et al. teaches "automatically removed form said built-in 
memory . . ." (see page 5, paragraphes [0054]-[0055]). 

As per claim 21 , Mills et al. teaches "wherein said application is represented as 
an icon on said display device . . . expansion memory" (see page 10, paragraphs 
[0156]-[0159]). 

As per claims 22-28, these claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claims 11-12 and 17-21 and are similarly rejected. 

As per claims 29-32, these claims are rejected on grounds corresponding to the 
arguments given above for rejected claims 11-16 and are similarly rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 1/3/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

-As per applicant's arguments regarding "Miller fails to teach or suggest 
'choosing a category list to include a name of a category associated with said 
removable memory", examiner disagrees and maintains that Miller's teachings of 
removable memory which implies that some type of an identifier that associates the 
removable memory with the main memory or host reads on applicant's claim language. 
Therefore Miller's disclosure includes the way in which the removable memory operates 
with the main memory or host, as illustrated in applicant's claim language. 

-As per applicant's arguments regarding Miller failing to teach and or suggest 
"choosing an application name of said application from a category associate with said 
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main memory to said category associated with said removable memory", examiner 
maintains that Miller's teachings of a removable memory (i.e. expansion card), clearly 
teaches the assigning of a name to a expansion card for identification purposes as 
describe in applicant's claim language. There are various forms of expansion cards 
they stores varies types of data, therefore Miller's teachings involving the transfer of 
data from host to an expansion card, illustrates the naming of an application and 
category as illustrated in applicant's claim language. 

-As per applicant's arguments regarding ""choosing a category list" . . . Yokota 
teaches away from a key concept of the present invention", examiner maintains the 
Yokota's teachings of the transmission of data from a server to an original location, 
includes the choosing of a category list, as disclosed in applicant's claim language. In 
order for data to be moved from one location to another, there must be a name and 
category assign to that data for identification purpose. Further the type of data must me 
be assign to the moved data as well, which includes category information. Therefore, 
examiner maintains that the Yokota reference reads on applicant's claim language. 



Application/Control Number: 10/021,494 
Art Unit: 2163 



Page 6 



Conclusion 



5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alford W. Kindred whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4037. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 9:00 am- 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on (571 ) 272-4023. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Alford W. Kindred 
Patent Examiner 
Tech Ctr.2100 



